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We must begin to learn the lessons of
Iraq. It should be more than clear by
now that our national interests are
damaged when policy makers bend in-
telligence. And we should all under-
stand by now that accurate, objective
intelligence requires analysts who are
free to offer differing views. We face se-
rious threats, from international ter-
rorism to the proliferation of weapons
of mass destruction. We have serious
foreign policy concerns to address,
from genocide to global climate
change. Protecting our national secu-
rity interests demands policymakers
who seek objective intelligence on
these and other challenges. Given his
track record, John Bolton is clearly
not that policymaker.

Another lesson of Iraq is the critical
importance of American credibility.
The inaccurate presentations made by
our Government to the international
community have done serious damage
to our interests. If we are to gain the
active support of other nations in con-
fronting common threats such as ter-
rorism and weapons of mass destruc-
tion, we will need to convince those na-
tions of our views. To do so, we will
need their trust. This challenge is espe-
cially complicated at the United Na-
tions, where Secretary of State Colin
Powell gave what turned out to be an
almost entirely inaccurate presen-
tation on Iraq, and where the adminis-
tration dismissed all alternative views,
including those of UN inspectors. Mr.
Bolton is not the person to repair this
damage. His record makes it extremely
unlikely that he could rebuild our
credibility in the international com-
munity in its most visible forum—the
U.N.

The nomination of John Bolton is a
lost opportunity for this administra-
tion to regain American leadership at
the United Nations. It is also dan-
gerous. Failure to gain support in the
UN for our policies puts us at unneces-
sary risk. Simply put, we cannot afford

an ineffective Ambassador at the
United Nations.
——

COMMENDING RICHARD PRICE

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President,
today I rise to commend and thank Mr.
Richard Price of the Congressional Re-
search Service, CRS, for his many
years of outstanding service to the U.S.
Congress. In June, Mr. Price is retiring
from CRS after 32 years of service. For
over three decades at CRS, Mr. Price
has played a significant role in pro-
viding assistance to Congress in ana-
lyzing major health care legislation. In
his position at CRS, he has been an in-
valuable asset not only through his
own work analyzing health care legis-
lation, but also in his tireless efforts to
guide others in the Health Care and
Medicine unit at CRS which he man-
aged.

Over the past three decades, Mr.
Price has worked on health care legis-
lation across a wide array of health
care policy and programs. Mr. Price is
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a recognized expert on the major U.S.
health care financing programs—Medi-
care and Medicaid; his particular areas
of expertise span most aspects of Medi-
care and Medicaid reimbursement pol-
icy, long-term care, Medicaid eligi-
bility, nursing home reform, managed
care, hospice care, skilled nursing
home services, end stage renal disease,
home health care services, and public
health service programs, among many
others. His contributions to the devel-
opment of legislation in these areas
have been substantial. Over his long
career at CRS, he has helped hundreds
of staff understand the effect of the
legislative proposals being considered
through thoughtful analyses, balanced
presentations, and clear explanations. I
wish to especially thank him for his
work with the Senate Finance Com-
mittee and its staff.

In addition to his own analytic work
on legislative analysis, Mr. Price has
been responsible for management of a
staff of CRS analysts who assist Con-
gress across a wide spectrum of health
care issues, including those related to
Medicare, Medicaid, the Public Health
Service, the Food and Drug Adminis-
tration, the National Institutes of
Health, and the Veterans Administra-
tion. Mr. Price was instrumental in
building the health care staff of CRS to
a large team of senior analysts. In ad-
dition, Mr. Price has been involved in
innumerable projects to develop the ca-
pacity of CRS analysts to evaluate and
analyze health care data, including
models to estimate the effect of var-
ious legislative changes in Medicare
and other health care programs.

Other organizations that analyze
issues related to health care policy
have acknowledged Mr. Price’s accom-
plishments and knowledge of TU.S.
health care policy. For example, Mr.
Price is a member of the steering com-
mittee of the National Health Policy
Forum, a nonpartisan organization
that provides research to senior level
health policy makers in Washington.
Mr. Price is also a member of the pres-
tigious National Academy on Social In-
surance, NASI.

Mr. Price’s service to Congress in the
analysis and development of policy al-
ternatives across a wide array of
health care programs, his ability to
conceptualize complex public policy
issues, as well as his leadership of staff
who work on many varied and complex
health care issues, set the highest
standards for assistance provided by
CRS in service to the Congress. He will
be missed, both here in Congress and
across the street at the Library of Con-
gress.

RETIREMENT OF GEORGE W.
MULLEN

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, I have
sought recognition to honor George W.
Mullen of Pennsylvania, who will step
down as State Adjutant of the Pennsyl-
vania Department of Veterans of For-
eign Wars of the United States this
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June. George’s retirement will mark
the end of a distinguished 59 year ca-
reer of service to our military, our vet-
erans community, and our Nation.

George W. Mullen joined the United
States Navy in 1943 at the age of 17 and
served during World War II aboard the
merchant ship SS Ben Holt and the de-
stroyer USS Cotton in both the Atlan-
tic and Pacific Theatres. While on ac-
tive duty aboard the Holt, his ship ar-
rived 2 days after the invasion of Nor-
mandy, France, to help supply Allied
forces in the battle against Germany.
His duty on the Cotton included helping
rescue a downed American pilot and
supporting the invasion of Okinawa.

George worked at the Veterans Af-
fairs Medical Center in Coatesville for
35 years before becoming the Pennsyl-
vania Veterans of Foreign Wars State
Adjutant in 1983. As a member of the
Pennsylvania War Veterans Council
and the Pennsylvania State Veterans
Commission, he has been a familiar
face to governors and many State and
Federal legislators who have sought his
guidance.

Mr. Mullen, who lives in Parkesburg,
has touched many lives and that has
not gone unnoticed. He has been hon-
ored at the local, State and national
level for his many contributions. While
humble in service to others, George has
always stood for what is right and re-
mains a staunch supporter of our
troops.

His will be hard shoes to fill, and he
will be missed. We wish George and his
wife Dawn well in future endeavors,
and thank him for his dedication to
duty, hard work, and professionalism.

———

ONLINE FREEDOM OF SPEECH ACT

Mr. BURNS. Mr. President, I rise
today to express my support for the
Online Freedom of Speech Act which
my colleague Senator REID has intro-
duced. This legislation -clarifies the
campaign finance legislation of 2002 in
order to restore freedom of speech to
the Internet.

The Internet is more than a remarkable
new technology. It’s a means of bringing peo-
ple together. I read somewhere that the most
important time in a person’s development is
the first 5 years. Things that happen during
infancy have dramatic effects on how that
child will develop for the rest of their life.
The Internet is no different. It is a tech-
nology in its infancy. We are fortunate to
live in an exciting time of great techno-
logical change. In my State of Montana, cut-
ting-edge technology is creating jobs and in-
dustry. But like anything in its infancy, we
should be very careful about how we respond
to technological infants like the Internet. A
wrong step now could affect how it develops
for the next 100 years.

For this reason, the Bipartisan Cam-
paign Reform Act of 2002 did not iden-
tify the Internet as a target of regula-
tion. However, it also did not specifi-
cally exclude it. When the FEC decided
how to enforce the regulatory meas-
ures of the new law, they erred on the
side of caution and exempted the Inter-
net from their regulatory scope.

The fruits of that decision have been
profound. According to a Pew Internet
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and American Life Project survey, two
thirds of adult Americans, or 136 mil-
lion citizens, use the Internet. For
youth, that number is even higher.
Over half of the adults who use the
Internet used it during the 2004 cam-
paign cycle. They used it to obtain
news and determine candidate posi-
tions. They viewed websites for cam-
paigns and advocacy groups. They
looked for information to register to
vote. They followed opinion polls,
looked at jokes, and checked the valid-
ity of rumors. They emailed one an-
other about the election, and received
email newsletters from candidates and
advocacy groups. By a 10 to 1 margin,
these Americans said that the Internet
was a positive addition to public debate
in the 2004 campaign. In the past sev-
eral years, the Internet has become a
powerful way for the American People
to voice their opinions on everything
from car parts to hair styles to polit-
ical elections.

The Internet has been utilized by
Americans representing the numerous
ideologies of all the political parties. It
is not Republican. It is not Democrat.
It is not rich or poor. The Internet,
like this country, is the mixture of all
of those things together. It has become
the newest and most dynamic melting
pot of ideas.

But all this may be threatened be-
cause in 2004 a Federal court here in
Washington, DC, instructed the FEC to
begin regulating the Internet. The FEC
has begun working out the details for
this new regulatory framework, and
right now we can see what that process
looks like. I'll tell you this. It’s not
easy to understand. There are experts
who don’t understand it all. There are
thousands of pages of comments and
proposals.

The Online Freedom of Speech Act
can clean up this entire mess with 8
simple lines of legislation.

In 1996, I was a co-founder of the Con-
gressional Internet Caucus. Today,
there are 176 members of this caucus
from both parties and in both the Sen-
ate and the House of Representatives.
These members have pledged to uphold
the following: Promoting growth and
advancement of the Internet; providing
a bicameral, bipartisan forum for
Internet concerns to be raised; pro-
moting the education of Members of
Congress and their staffs about the
Internet; promoting commerce and the
free flow of information on the Inter-
net; advancing the United States’
world leadership in the digital world;
and maximizing the openness of and
participation in government by the
people.

I helped found this caucus because 1
understand the importance of careful
treatment of this technology in its in-
fancy. Government tends to want to
regulate, and regulation can stunt
growth. I am very concerned that with-
out legislation like the Online Free-
dom of Speech Act, the First Amend-
ment rights of Americans, from Mon-
tana and throughout the rest of the
county, will be severely damaged.
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Experts have warned that at the very
least, proposed online regulation will
subject Internet advocates, like
bloggers, to the prospect of FEC inves-
tigations. That can mean subpoenas,
lawyers, increased government payrolls
and bureaucracy. Such investigations
are not only a huge commitment for
the FEC, but a serious threat to free
speech online.

One of the things that makes the
Internet unique is that it is so broadly
accessible. Compared to more tradi-
tional forms of publication it is very
cheap to publish on the Internet. As
little as 20 years ago, the only way for
someone’s ideas to reach the full Mar-
ketplace of Ideas was to secure access
to a printing press or broadcast center.

But as I said, the Internet is much
different, now allowing anyone to pro-
mote his or her ideas into the market-
place. Internet media doesn’t crowd
out other competing media. And since
everyone can have their say, the reader
is the one who gets to decide what he
or she wants to read. We need to be
mindful of allowing the government to
try to limit the choices of what the
consumer can make.

Mr. President, as you can see, regu-
latory standards for the Internet must
be much different than for other forms
of public communication. The tradi-
tional arguments for traditional media
do not apply here.

Some of my colleagues may think
that there must be some regulation of
the Internet for some types of political
speech. However, before we choose to
regulate this infant technology, we
need learned-testimony and debate on
this issue by discussing this bill. We
need to make sure that regulation is
the best course of action. Accordingly,
I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
port for the Online Freedom of Speech
Act.

—————
BAKERS CREEK TRAGEDY

Mr. SANTORUM. Mr. President, I
rise today to offer remarks on the trag-
edy that occurred on June 14, 1943 at
Bakers Creek, Australia. On that day,
40 members of the U.S. Armed Forces,
six of whom were from the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvania, lost their lives
when the B-17C Flying Fortress air-
plane that they were flying in crashed
at Bakers Creek, Australia. This trag-
edy marked the worst aviation disaster
of the Southwest Pacific Theater dur-
ing World War II.

I understand that at approximately 6
a.m. on June 14, 1943, the B-17C Flying
Fortress transporting six crew mem-
bers and thirty-five soldiers that were
returning from leave in Australia de-
parted from Mackay Airport in Bakers
Creek for Port Moresby, when shortly
after takeoff, the plane lost altitude
and subsequently crashed. The sole sur-
vivor of this crash was Corporal Foye
Kenneth Roberts of Wichita Falls,
Texas.

This June will mark the 62nd anni-
versary of the Bakers Creek crash. I
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applaud the work of Dr. Robert S. Cut-
ler and the Bakers Creek Memorial As-
sociation for their research and tireless
dedication to ensuring that the mem-
ory of those who perished at Bakers
Creek, Australia in 1943 never be for-
gotten.

——————

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

CONGRATULATING THE WINNERS
OF THE NEW HAMPSHIRE EXCEL-
LENCE IN EDUCATION AWARDS

e Mr. SUNUNU. Mr. President, I wish
to congratulate the winners of the 2005
New Hampshire Excellence in Edu-
cation Awards. These awards, other-
wise known as the ‘“ED”ies, are given
to those individuals and schools that
have exhibited the highest standards of
excellence in curriculum and instruc-
tion, teaching and learning process,
student achievement, leadership and
decision-making, community and pa-
rental involvement, and school cli-
mate.

On June 4, 2005, 30 individuals, 2
school boards and 6 schools were recog-
nized for their leadership and out-
standing dedication in preparing their
students for our rapidly changing
workplace. I am honored to lend my
voice to those of their colleagues, stu-
dents, and communities in conveying
our appreciation and respect for the
professionals they are and the sac-
rifices and contributions they make
every day in classrooms throughout
the Granite State.

Nominees consist of some of New
Hampshire’s finest teachers and com-
munity leaders. They are carefully re-
viewed by selection committees that
apply standards developed by The
Board of Directors for the New Hamp-
shire Excellence in Education Awards.
Nominees come from elementary, mid-
dle and secondary schools, as well as
higher education. Many are honored in
specific categories of excellence such
as art education, world languages,
school nursing, counseling and tech-
nology.

As a student in Salem, I was privi-
leged to have had many great teachers
at every level of my education. Today,
as a parent looking back on that expe-
rience, I see even more clearly the
great impact they’ve had on my life.
Not only did they provide an environ-
ment conducive to learning, but each
in their own way provided me with the
direction necessary to succeed.

Like the classroom heroes I knew
growing up in Salem, the group of edu-
cators chosen this year for the ““ED”’ies
have demonstrated superior dedication
and service to their students, schools
and communities. They richly deserve
this prestigious honor for the impor-
tant roles they play in helping our
children reach their goals and succeed
in school. The teachers, principals,
counselors, librarians and other school
leaders being commended this year
have provided students with the tools
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